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1. This opinion contains indications relating lo the following items 



□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 



Box No. 1 
Box No. II 
Box No, in 
Box No. rv 
Box No. V 

Box No. VI 
Box No. Vll 
Box No. VIU 



Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-cstablishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive »cp and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned satetnent under Rule 43*«. I (aW with regard to novelty, invent™ step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such satemcm 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

Certain observation* on (he international application 



2. FURTHER ACTION 

Tf a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a written ooinion nf the 
International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA") except that this does not apply where the a^ Li cnoo^s a^ A^ Witv Ln^ 
than , , h ,» one to be the 1PEA and the chosen I PEA has notified the International Bureau under R^^Z^U^M^Z 
this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. oo.i*"th» that written opinion* of 

II^l 0 ^! 0 "^ ^ ^ nSidCfC ? 10 bc ? wrUtcn of *■ IPfiA, the applicant is invited to submit to the IPliA a 

£ct£2& Zr"' L HffC ^ W " h rf ndWCRtX ,bC c ^ iration 0f 3 **> of mailing ofForm 

PCT/ISA/220 or before the cxptration of 22 momhs from the priority date, whichever expires later. 

For further option*. *ec Bonn PCT/1S A/220. 

3. Por further detail*, see notes to Form PCT/ISA/220, 



Name and nuiling address ofthe ISA/£p 



Facsimile No. 



Authorized officer 



Telephone No. 



Form PCT/1SA/23? (cover sheen (January 2004) 



WRITTEN* OPINION OF TICK l^mernational application No 

INTERNATIONAL S£ARCHPs'C A LTTHOKITV FCT/EP2004/004472 



Box No* 1 Bass of this opl nJon 



s; s ssasaar ess- ***** - * » „ WM 

□ Thi s 0^,00 tobccne.A.irf^on.h. tarisof .^daion ft™,,* origin imothc fefiWta, 

~ Rdc l23.nd23.Kh>,; ' ^ ^ " ' '^"^ « (under 

With rcfitrd co any nudcodd* and/or amino add seoucace disclose* in i-. , 

in vcn.ion, ,his opinion has been establish^ on the bJ^" ^cawnona! *ppl,cat,on and necessary ,o the eiaimcd 

a. type of msTcn^I 
I I * Sequence lining 

labMs) related 10 the sequence (ifling 

b. format of material 
I I 'n written format 
1 j in computer readable form 

c. time of Gling/Iurrtishins, 
I 1 1 contained in the imtrnationai application as filed. 

□ 

filed together wiih the international application in compoter readable form. 
I I fumidied snbseqeent |y to this Aahority for the purposes of search. 

3. Q In adtftion, in the case that more ihan one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or lablef*) retatin- thereto ha* b«n fi!«t ^ 
Hied or does not go beyond the application a* filed, as appropriate, were farmsbed. ^ H 

4. Additional comment K 
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Bos No. 11 Priority 



International application No. 

PCT/EP2004/004472 



] . The following document ha* noi yet been furnished: 

copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43/w. I and 66.7(aa 
CU of the earlier application whose priority has been daimed (Rule 43*i>. I and6d7(bji. 

Oonseqocntly it has not been possible lo consider the validiiy of the priority claim This opinion has nevertheless been established < 
the assoupiionthat the relevant date in the claimed priority d*e. "cvcnnci ess ocen est mnj shed « 

rdet»^ate: ^ > ° SCS of lh<fi 0 >» mon - tft international filing da lc in dicaicd above is considered 10 be the 

3. Additional observations, if necewary; 
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I- Statement 

Novelty (N i 

Invcmivc sicpiISi 



Claims 1" 1 5 
Claims 



Claino 1-15 
Claims 



Indusrial appJiubihl y UAi C[flinK 1 - 1 5 

CI AID IS 
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NO 
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NO 
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Cilat ions and explanation* * 

V.l Reference is made to the following documents: 

Dl: DE 87 07 737 'J (THIELMANN FRIEDELIN) 16 July 

1937 (1987-07-16) 
D2: US-A-4 733 050 (GRAFIUS GERALD R) 22 March 
1988 (1988-03-22) 



V.2 Independent claim 1 

Document Dl is regarded as the closest prior art to 
the subject matter of claim 1. It discloses a device 
for cleaning a gas nozzle of a welding torch and for 
spraying a welding rod located in the gas nozzle, 
from which the subject matter of claim 1 differs by 
virtue of the fact that 

the spraying device can be moved in the direction of 
a second axis that is arranged differently from the 
first axis and relative to the clamping/holding 
device . 

The subject matter of claim 1 is therefore novel 
(PCT Article 33 (2) ) . 



The problem to be solved by the present invent i 



on 
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^ No - V R ^ tecnnrri Stcmeni iinrfrr ff iilr BblHSSn ul tl i j i.. [ — 

d»»Uon..nd SgaBSgSEaE^^gaS^ mvcnhvesup arindug rf.. .^tcbuifrT 

can therefore be considered that of achieving more 

uniform wetting of the interior of the gas nozzle or 
the welding rod located therein with an anti-stick 
medium . 



The solution to this problem proposed in claim 1 of 
the present application, namely that of arranging 
the nozzles so as to be moveable with respect to the 
clamping device, is not rendered obvious by the 
available prior art. Although there are known 
devices in which a welding torch guided by a robot 
is moved past a spraying device (cf. D2), these are 
different processing stations which are arranged 
next to one another and are moved in succession by a 
robot, rather than one device which carries out the 
various steps in one position. 

Therefore, claim l is based on an inventive step 
(PCT Article 33(3) ) . 

V.3 Claims 2-16 are dependent on claim 1 and therefore 
likewise meet the PCT requirements for novelty and 
inventive step. 
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